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May 10, 1981

Carrie Deitzel

Community Relations Coordlnator

USEPA Region III }
841 Chestnut Building (3EA21)

. Anthony T. Dappolone

Remedial Project Manager

-USEPA REgion III

841 Chestnut Building

Philadelphia, PA 19107 (3HWZ23)
Philadelphia, Pa 191C7

RE: Proposed Plan for Remediating the Modern
Landfill Site Published on April 16, 1991

Dear Ms. Deitzel and Mr. Dappelone:

Modern Trash Removal of York, Inc. {"Mcdern"! hereby raquests an
extension of the public comment pericd of thirty (30} days, until
June 14, 1991. An extension is appropriate given the status oI the
Feasibility Study and the technical complexity of the provosed
plan. o ’ ’

Most importantly, sifnfe the FS .is not wet £inal, the publilc has
not had an opportunity Lo comment cn the propesed pilan in light of
~he FS. The FS will PBe fifial within 2 few days. Zxtending the
public comment period would allow for comment in Iight of =1l
relevant documents, including the FS.

The Naticnal Ccontingéncy Plan (the "NCP) provides zIZocr 1liberal
granting of extension ©of the public comment period, especizlly 1n
zhis case. The NCP states that the public must Be aiforded: T

... A reasonable spportunity, not iess than 30 caliendar days,
for submissicn of. written and cral comments on the proposed
plan and the supperting analysis and information located in
the informaTtTion repositdry, iricluding the RI/FS. Upon timely
request, the lead agency will extend _he public comment peried
by a minimum of 30 additional days...

40 C.F.R. 300.430(%) (3) (1) (c}.

In the réspofges by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency ("EPA")} to comments submitted to the NCP as it was proposed,

EPA stated: .

There is no question that the public comment pericd shou]ﬂ;iﬁb%w(
long enough to allow sufficient review of the proposed plan
and key documents in the administrative record file, and
should take inte account the length and complexity of the~
information under ¥eview at such time...[Reguests to extend'-
the period] have ‘hegmcctypically.granted:
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55 Fed. Reg. 8770 (March 8, 1990)}. As set forth above, the NCP
clearly contemplates that the public be given the opportunity to
comment on the proposed plan after having the opportunity to review
the final FS.

Further, Modern currently i1s in the process of studying the
feasibility o&6f .achieving the remedial goals and the cost
implications cf the remedial gcals set forth in the proposed plan
issued by EPA on April 16, 1991. ~ Modern's consultant has now
determined +that, despite best efforts to meet the original
schedule, the complexityv of the issues presented regquires that it
have additicnal time to conduct the appropriate studles to comment
meaningfully on EPA's proposed plan. In particular, Modern needs
additional ftime to invéstigaté dnd anal¥ze, and then comment on,
the feasibility and possibility of actaining specified background
levels by the remedial action proposed. The additional <time
reguested ig necessary to Aafford Modern the "reasonable
opportunity” tc comment which the NCP contemplates. There is no
2mergency involved <that would mitigacte against extending zthe
comment period. - Seg€ 55 Féd. Reg. 3770 (March 83, 1920).
Particularly, in light of the fact that the remediation measures
are substantiaily implsmented. : .

We would zppreciste. ¥olr earliiést advice concerning this rsgquest
in order that we may zinely Zile comments in any_ svent.

Sincerely vours., 77

AL T -/ o

Matthew T. Neely, T .

.

Manager Environme

fital Tngineéring * -

cc: Kenm Thornton {PADER!
Lisa <omer iEADER}
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